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Applicants respectfully request t^eonsMemiion of the present application in view of 
the reasons that follow. Claims 2, 4, 12-14, ...21-23, and 29 wers cancelled previously. 
Claims 24 and 25 are emrently being amended. Claims 1, 3, 5-7, .9-11* 15-2% 24*28, and 30- 
32 are pending in this application, 

I. RejectUra of Claims 24-25 uruier 35 IJ.S.C § 112, First Far^grggh 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 24-25 under 35 U SXl 
§ 1 12, .first, paragraph. The Bxammo: specifically states: 

Claims 24*25 use the claim limitations ■•computei'-readabie 
medium" and '•comp^ter-r€adable instruetiatis". However, 
support lor these dairn limitations are not disclosed in the 
original specification. Instead, the temiinology "computer 
program product executable" and "eoinpnter program 114" wi 
disclosed in the specification in page 6 lines 29-30, page 7 lines 
7-8 and page 20 lines 5-6 respectively. 

Though Applicants respeetf&Hy submi t that use of the terrns "compater-readaMe 

medium - * and ^oomputer^readaMe Infractions^ are clearly understood by a person of skil l in 

the art based .on .a: review: of the specification as filed, Appli cants have amended Claims 24-25 

to recite a ^compiiter-readahle memory including eomputet-read^le progmTn code'* which 

Ends clear support m at least paragraphs [Qim% [01011^0110], ami [01 1 23401 1 5j of the 

specification m original iy filed Therefore, no new matter has been catered by way of the 

amendments to Claims 24-25, As a result. Applicant respect fiiO y requests withdra wal of the 

rejection of Claims 24-25 under 3 5 US.C, § 1 1 2, first paragraph. Applicants furtlier 

respect&Ily request entry of the amendments which do not change the scope of Claims 24-25, 

T herelore, no new search or consideration k required by the Examiner* 

lilg^lSll ffflMlM^ JsJ^LMla *g-lfi * and ^32.Uiider 35 U.g XI § 



In section 2 of the Office Action, Claims 1, % 5~% 9-1 h 15-20, M~2B, and 30-32 were 
rejected UBder 35 § 103(a) as feeing unpatentable over tXS. Patent Publication No. 

2002/0141 740 to Matsul (Maimi) in view of VS.. Patent Publication No. 2003/0195979 to 
Park (Pm*k% Applicants respedfally disagree because Matsui aMPark, atone and in 

.7- 
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fod^eiid^nt Claims 1 ft 1 8y 20 ? and 24-26, recite in part: 

wherein die piumlily of error rmlknc^. levels inelu%s. a -first 
error resilience level Indicating a default error resOience level 
of the streaming server &nd a second error resilience level 
indicating an alternati ve error resilience level; 

On page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner states that "Matmi tims not explicitly 

disclose a deimdt error resilience level of the streaming server/" Applicants agree that Matsui 

fails to teach at least this element of independe*rt Claims 1, 1 8, 20, and 24-26, ParkfmM to 

cure the deficiencies oiMmsid. 

On pages 19-20 of the Office Action, the Examiner states; 

Is* response to Applicants' argismesii, the examiner 
respectMty disagrees. Park discloses "the server IQ provides or 
informs of at least two types of coding formats Md the tenoinal 
20 recognizes tat the corresponding contents can be coded in 
at bast two coding formats'- ([0042]), w fee : server 10 paeketizes 
and transmits the bit streams to a general coding format to the: 
tenmnal 20" ([0043]), "The packetizmg unit 43 packefees the 
bjf st^^J^ TMs 
§|KMiJ|Mt,fege_are two diftcrent levcis from the server, whore 
one is a default leyeL llierefbro, Park discloses the plumhty of 
errar resilience levels includes a first error resilience le vel 
indicating a defeutt error resilience l evel of the streaming 
server, 

(Uirdertimmg added) > On page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner also states; 

Navertlieless^ Park discloses "the server 10 provides or informs: 
of at least tws> types of coding formats and the terminal 20 
recognizes ife&t the correa|K>rj<iing contents can be coded in at 
least two coding formats. At csperation S105, the server 10 
paekettees and transmits the bit streams in a general coding 
format to the terminal 20^ (Park [0042^00431) and "fee server 
40 paeketizes and transmits the bit streams in tlie general 
coding format to the terminal 30" (F^* [0053j). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at die time the invention was made to 
have a default to resilience level o f the streamin g server 
becaase "the packefizmg xxmi 13 packetixes the hit streams in a 
predetennined coding fomiat" (Park [003 9 "ji 

(Underlining added). Applicants respectfully disagree and submit that the Examiner has 

misohHracterized Park Park fails to disclose, teach, or suggest describe ^wherein the 
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plurality of error resiUmoe levels incl udes, a first, etror .tmilimm level indicating a default 
error resaljenee level of fee strea mte^ server and a second error resilience level indicating m 
aitem^tive etror resilience level*' (underlining added) as recited in Claims 1 5 IS S 2ik and 24- 
26, Park fails to provide any disclosure, teaching, or suggestion that a genera! coding faM 
m in any way tdat^dto a delault error resilience level. 

Park describes a s 'packetizing unit [that] packefees fee. bit streams stored in the 
contents storing unit in a ^redeterrnmed oedi^ format, and paekeiizes the bit streams in a 
different co ding form at when a state of the network changes/' ( A bstract; underlining added). 
In : fmi*Park repeatedly describes /*a packetking unit [ifeat] p&ekettdng the bit streams stored 
in .the contents storing unit in a predetermined coding format, md packetiring the bit streams 
in a different coding format when a slate of the network changes/* (Paras, [0012], [0014]). 
Park step states that *j^]ore spedfically, when the network h^a^^^^ 

te^Mag.r>f the modified into a packet resilient coding 

format to he resilient from a p acket loss /' (Para, [0017]; underlining added). 

To indicate the coding format used, Park states; 



(Para. [0021 ); underlining added). Thus, Park describes a first coding format for use in a first 
network state and a second ceding formal for use in a second network stale considered 
abnormal The coding format used is indicated to the other device using m indicator included 
in a descriptor field o f the packet. 

Park also states: 




generating the packet according, to another coding formal md 
transmitting the generated packet of another coding format to 
the one or more tcrrnina!s< 



(Para. [0020 J; underlining added), Park similarly states: 




According to another aspect o f the present invention* there is 
provided method of transmitting' a packet to provide a 
mul timedia streaming service to one or more terminals 
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connected through a aetwoik :> . imcl^ing: IsfermS&lteMI^M 

fomials and playback time of contents ; s^&b&M&J^faM 
mSM^^mRMm. Qxm M.m&miwmn&l$ to perform a codmg 
procggg jn one of the codi^ 

fiie network; and paeketmng and transmitting bit streams in 
the revested coding fonnat to the one or mom terminais. 



(Para, [001 6] ; onderi ming and holding added). Tiros, acceding to Park? t&e server provides 
coding foriBats to the terminal m& the terminal may select a coding format based on the state 
of the network. If the network is in an abnormal state* the eodrng. format selected is modified 
into a packet resilient coding fenn&i Park Mis to provide any disclosure, teaching, or 
suggestion that either formal is in any way rekted to a default error resilience I eve! , The 
coding format is merely selected based on the state of the network. 

ParksiiE father stales; 



[0039] The p&eketh^^ 

predetermined coding formal In the ease of MPEG-4, the 
coding formats are dMded into a coding format to code one 
general frame in^^^b^. and a coding format using ; a data 
g^lj^ing : m^od, 

[0040] M the first aspect according to fee present invention^ 
when die server 10 is connected to the terminal 2Ch if the 
terminal 20 transmits a describe command to the server 10, the 
server 1 0 tnmsinits contents information. such as the coding 
foni^afe and a playback time of the contents to t he terminal .20* 
Aecordingiy^ when a state of the network 30 is c^iangedv the 
terniinal 20 adaptivefy selects the codiBg format according 
to tise ^ requests the selected coding 

foimM to llie paeketomg onii 13 paokefees the 

bit steams in the coding format requested by the terminal 20, 

[0042] At operation S I 02* when the terminal 20 is connected to 
the server 10, the ternifoat 20 transmits the describe command 
to the server 1 0 to obtain the contents information. At operation 
S 1 04 s; the server 10^ information such as 

the coding formats and the playback time of the contents to the 
terminal 20, Here, the server 1 0 provides or informs of at least 
telSgErfgfelB^^^^^^ Ifeg terming! 20 recogmges 
that the eorresgoffding contents can he coded Mat! gtjg 
coding forma te . 

[0043] At operation S I 05, the server 10 packetfees and 
transmits the hit streams in a ^ngsLs^SEiMSSSi to the 
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terminal 20, M operation the temimal 20 decodes the 
iransniittsd data in a decoding format swtafele : for the oo^iiig 
fomiat. ^d monitors the state of the network 30. * . < . 

[0044] At operation S108, wlien monitoring the abnormal state 
of the network 30 5 at operation S I 1 0, the terminal 20 requests 



the server 1 0 t^;mddil ¥.&e : coding forina t into: -a gadto, rg^li^t. 
mMm format to^e r^ilimt froan the padcet loss. At operation 
SI 12s the server 10 modifies the coding ifesraat into the packet 
resiilent coding format* packetizes the bit streams in the 
modified fbnnat, and tmismife the padcetized bit stream k&>* 
the multimedia streams, to the corresponding terminals 20, 



(Paras, [0039j-[0043] ■ underlining and holding added). Thus* the server provides coding 
formats so that the temiina] reoognfees thai there are m least two coding formats. I f the 
network Is in an abnormal state, the coding format is modified into a packet resilient coding 
format 

/^/^ provides no indicator* that the general coding format is a default.codkg. format 
Th& general coding format merely distmguishes the selected coding form at from tie r>aeket 
r^sjjent coding format whi eh' is selected if the network is in an abnormal state?. In feet, if the 
network is initially in m#monnal state, the aaAeyisjHent coding format would 
automatically be used because, according to Park, the coding format is selected based on the 
network state as monitored by the terminal (see para. [0044]) or fey the server (see paras, 
[0050] and [0053]}, Tlie teoirinai device further does not need to understand winch coding 
format is a default coding format because the coding format is indicated in the packet itself 
Thns, the system as described in ParkMs no need for a default coding format, which m used 
a otoniatioaOy if no other selection is made, because: t he selection is al ways based on the 
network state and the terminal knows which coding format is used because "the packet to he 
transmitted includes a field that indicates by which coding formal „ , m associated iimer 
payload has been coded/" (Para. [0062]}. Therefore, Park fails to disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least <v wherem the plurality of error resilience levels includes a 6^ m ^i^Y^^&^J^^ 
isfeatiiE ^ default error resilience level of the strewing server and a second error resilience 
level indicating an alternative error r^ilrenee. leveF (underlining added) as recited in Claims 
i» IB, 20, and 24-26. Park merely indicates that 4 1he corresponding contents can be coded in 
at least two coding formats"' (para, [0042 ;]) Based on the netwoifc state. 
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A rejectioB under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) fe^of beptc^ 
mfmmm$ used in the rejection fail to disclose all of the recited daim elemmta Claims 3, 5, 
4 9-31, 27-31 depend torn one of Claims 1, 18, and 20. Tfe^fore, Applicants 

respect&l ly request withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 3 5 3, 5-7, 9-1 J , 15-20, 24-28, and 

Applicants believe that the present application is m condition for allowance 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as respoetfidly refuested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the uMemrgne^ by telephone if it is felt; that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorised to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this: application mider 37 G,F<R. §§ I JC>1J7 ? or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account. No. 1 9-074 1 . Should mo proper payment he enclosed herewith, as by the 
credit card payment kstrnctk>ns in EPS- Web being incorrect or abseirt, resulting m a rejected 
or incojTect credit card transaction^ the Commissioner Is authorised to charge the unpaid 
amount to Deposit Aeoon&i No, 19-0741 , if any extensions of time are needed for timely 
acceptance of papers submitted herewith, Appiiera ts hereby petition for such extoosioo onder 
37 CF.fL §1 .136 and authorise payment of any snob extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 
19-0741, 



Respectfully submitted, 



Sate Anrost l Z 2009 



By( 




FOLEY & LARDNBR LLP 
Customer Number: 23524 



Gallic M, Bell 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 54,989 



ftlephone; (608)258-4263 
Facsimile: (60S) 258-4258 
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